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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to an amendment filed 06/1 3/2006 with a priority 
date of 01/23/2004. 

2. Claims 1-32 and 34-39 are pending. Claims 1, 20, and 34 are independent 
claims. 

3. Claim 33 was incorporated into Claims 1 , 20, and 34 and was then cancelled by 
the Applicant. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 17 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 17 depends 
on itself. For purposes of examination, it was assumed that Claim 17 depended from 
Claim 1. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-2, 5-6, 20, 22, 34, and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Edelman (U.S. Patent No. 5,680,563 filed 07/25/1994, issued 
10/21/1997) in view of Bolnick et al. (hereinafter Bolnick, U.S. Patent No. 5,838,317 filed 
06/30/1995, issued 11/17/1998). 
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In regard to independent Claim 1 (and similarly independent Claims 20, and 
34), Edelman teaches the limitation of one or more filters selectable by the user which 
may be applied to said plurality of items to select one or more filtered items each of said 
filters having an associated default grouping (see Figs. 2, 5-8 showing menus with filters 
for controlling what icons are displayed on the desktop display; Fig. 6 shows a submenu 
for Filters that shows the ways that the icons can be grouped and displayed on the 
desktop). 

It is also noted that Edelman teaches that the filtered out items are gathered into 
a bundle of unusable items and displayed in a group (Abstract). 

Edelman fails to disclose the limitation of an item grouping component configured 
to divide said one or more filtered items into a plurality of groups automatically in 
accordance with at least one default grouping associated with one of said one or more 
filters, wherein each of at least a portion of said plurality of groups include one or more 
group characteristics shared by the items in the group. However, Bolnick discloses a 
desktop onto which a user can define a plurality of regions (frames) into which graphical 
representations of files, folders, applications (icons) will be automatically placed 
(grouped) upon a user dropping those icons (or presumably creating those icons as one 
would create a new file and then save it) into a given frame according to rules assigned 
to each of the frames as to what content should be placed into those frames. This 
automatic feature is switched on within the defined preferences assigned to a given 
frame via an Auto-Fetch field 122 which specifies whether the display arrange system 
will automatically place a displayed moveable graphical representation corresponding to 
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a computer resource meeting the filter criterion for a frame within the border of the 
selected frame assuming all other conditions are met (i.e., empty cells exist, the frame 
has precedence over other frames having acceptable filter properties, etc.). When an 
object is dropped by a user onto the Desktop, precedence is first given to a frame that 
receives the drop, then from lowest to highest index value in all frames in which the 
Auto-Fetch field 122 has been set. The Auto-Arrange field 120 is automatically set for a 
frame when the Auto-Fetch field 254 is set for the frame. Therefore, local tidying is 
invoked whenever a new icon or minimized window is added to a frame via the auto- 
fetch automatic behavior for the frame. The Auto-Fetch automatic behavior is disabled 
in all frames where the Filtering field 68 specifies full query filtering (Col. 12, lines 29- 
46). It is also noted that each of the graphical representations have associated with 
them a number of parameters describing such things as file size, type, etc. Thus, 
Bolnick discloses an automatic grouping of objects (icons) on a display screen 
according to rules. 

Edelman also fails to disclose the limitation of an item presentation display 
component which presents to the user at least a portion of said plurality of groups 
wherein said portion of said plurality of groups are presented along with one or more 
group titles that indicate at least one of said one or more group characteristics. 
However, Bolnick discloses such a limitation (see Fig. 1; discloses claim limitation 
including group titles). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the teachings of Edelman and Bolnick as both inventions relate to 
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layout and grouping items on a display. Adding the teaching of Bolnick provides the 
benefit of the grouping and display to be performed automatically and according to 
rules. 

In regard to dependent Claims 2 and 5, Edelman teaches that one or more of 
the filtered items has an associated visual representation, which may be presented to 
the user (Figs. 5-8 depict items as icons, the icons portraying what sort of files they are). 
Claim 5 relates similar subject matter to that of Claim 2 and is rejected along the same 
rationale. 

In regard to dependent Claim 6 (and similarly dependent Claims 22, and 
36), Edelman teaches that said selected filter chooses said filtered items by selecting 
items having one or more desired characteristics (see Abstract; all items not matching a 
particular characteristic are filtered out) 

7. Claims 3-4, 7-19, 21, 23-32, 35, and 37-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Edelman in view of Bolnick, and in further view of Engst 
("iPhoto 2 for Mac OS X: Visual Quickstart Guide", Copyright 04/21/2003, Peachpit 
Press). 

In regard to dependent Claims 3-4, 21 and 35, Edelman fails to explicitly 
disclose the limitation that one or more of the filtered items are digital images. However, 
Engst teaches a display screen that displays users digital images, which are typically 
photographs (Pgs 1-3). Claims 4, and 21 relate similar subject matter to that of Claim 3 
and are rejected along the same rationale. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the teachings of Edelman and Enqst as both inventions relate to 
organizing and displaying objects on a screen. Adding the teaching of Enqst provides 
the benefit of a convenient way to organize digital images on a computer. 

In regard to dependent Claims 7-14, 23-25 and 37, Edelman fails to disclose 
the limitation that said selected filter chooses the filtered items by selecting items having 
an associated date and/or time within a desired interval of time. However, Enqst 
teaches that date/time information can be added into a title; and the content of titles are 
searchable (Pgs. 4-6). The dates/times that are input can be searched. Matches are 
then displayed accordingly (alphabetically, numerically increasing/decreasing order). 
Claims 8-14, and 23-25 relate similar subject matter to that of Claim 7 and are rejected 
along the same rationale. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to combine the teachings of Edelman and Enqst as both inventions 
relate to organizing and displaying objects on a screen. Adding the teaching of Enqst 
provides the benefit of organizing and displaying digital images on a computer based on 
specified characteristics (metadata). 

In regard to dependent Claims 15-16, 27-28 and 38, Edelman fails to explicitly 
disclose the limitation that said selected filter chooses said filtered items by selecting 
items stored within a desired file folder. However, Enqst teaches albums, which are 
individual folders that act to group photographs with similar attributes (e.g., subject 
matter, rolls, etc) (Pgs. 7-9 show various albums (folders). Claims 16, and 27-28 relate 
similar subject matter to that of Claim 15 and are rejected along the same rationale. It 
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would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
combine the teachings of Edelman and Enqst as both inventions relate to organizing 
and displaying objects on a screen. Adding the teaching of Engst provides the benefit of 
organizing and displaying digital images on a computer by albums. 

In regard to dependent Claim 17-19, 29-31 and 39, Edelman fails to disclose 
the limitation that said selected filter chooses said filtered items by selecting items 
associated with one or more desired keywords. However, Enqst teaches searching 
(filtering) photos according to keywords that are assigned to them (Pg. 10-12). Claims 
18-19 relate similar subject matter to that of Claim 17 and are rejected along the same 
rationale. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the teachings of Edelman and Enqst as both inventions relate to 
organizing and displaying objects on a screen. Adding the teaching of Enqst provides 
the benefit of organizing and displaying digital images on a computer by similar 
keywords. 

In regard to dependent Claim 26, Edelman fails to explicitly disclose the 
limitation that said default grouping utilizes one or more gaps in time to group the 
filtered digital images. However, Enqst teaches the concept of a film roll, which are 
groupings of photographs taken/loaded over the same time interval. Multiple rolls are 
displayed separately where gaps in time would exist thereby separating/grouping the 
rolls by time/date (Pgs. 10-12). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to combine the teachings of Edelman and Enqst as both 
inventions relate to organizing and displaying objects on a screen. Adding the teaching 
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of Engst provides the benefit of organizing and displaying digital images on a computer 
by temporal gaps. 

In regard to dependent Claim 32, Edelman teaches that the one or more group 
characteristics are subsets of the desired characteristic in that The filtering system is 
provided with a flexible interface by using object-oriented programming techniques and 
providing filtering objects organized in a filtering framework containing the filter objects. 
New filter objects can inherit function from existing filter objects and customized for a 
particular requirement (Col. 1, lines 48-52). Thus, filtering objects can be arranged and 
filtered hierarchically whereby characteristics (objects) may have parent (superset) or 
children (subsets) characteristics (objects). Thus, when filtering takes place, filtering 
objects would be grouped according the hierarchy. 



Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments, see amendment, filed 06/1 3/2006, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1 -39 under Edelman and Edelman in view of Engst have been 
fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of 
Edelman in view of Bolnick and Engst . It is felt that Bolnick discloses the amended 
limitations applied to the independent claims. Bolnick discloses a desktop layout system 
that organizes (groups) graphical representations of folders, files, and applications 
automatically according to rules as applied to characteristics associated with the 
graphical representations (icons). 
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Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

10. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James H. Blackwell whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 4089. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 

12. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather R. Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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1 3. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

James H. Blackwell 
08/24/2006 
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